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Margie Smith

From: "carolyn wells" <crlyn_wells@yahoo.com>
To: "Margie Smith" <wmsmith@dishmail.net>
Sent: Monday, January 03, 2011 10:05 AM

Subject: Pefition

PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county; ' '

Whereas, /ivestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URG3075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex, Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)
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Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never addressed
the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs,

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the
TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium
and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of groundwater
ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample results
were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining
provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. {Volume 6,
page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to regulation
had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to

regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the
EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy
Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit Application UR03075,
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded *“that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 111 Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “{blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ} had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class I1I Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county; :

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources acc:ount for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exempuon is part of an underground source of drinking water
_ aqu1fer

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of i 1n3 ection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied:

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mlnmg operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution,” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate verticaily and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemptlon area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Apphcatfon be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constltuents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed pI'lOI' to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents; ‘

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

_ Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with -
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR0G3075.

Signature , vax_/
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-PETITION

'~ To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county; '

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County; :

Whereas, the prbposcd aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use

and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; '

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), a_md therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” ‘

- Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) o




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

- Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding négative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remam in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining; :

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ o atlow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) -

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant 1mplementat10n problem further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway {o regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature ?ﬁ& . Brrwn
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
i TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” '

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct’a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

‘Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constxments to remam in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendrment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
stafutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature _CMM :JE’LM—-—'-—
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, /ivestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; '

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied,

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchalienged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constifuents; '

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records retured every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Muzrry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 1II Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR030735.
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PETITION

Te: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; '

- Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

- Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; : '

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water .
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
- application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.” ‘

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate Verticélly and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....” ‘

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED™) testified that all monitoring of

groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

 Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Wli'ereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s.approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; ,

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent coulity
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class ITI Underground Injection Control Permit

Application UR03075

Signaiure QM,}M/ @4
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PETITION
To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
“Goliad county; ' ‘

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

- Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
‘purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereés, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing argumént's that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (URO3075
& URO3075PAAT), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of poltutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County aﬁd outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” S :

Whereas, “the ALJrecommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs. -

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than .
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county

“urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature

Print Name / ,(/,f/// / Q/
Address %55 %//4&/6‘?@ é/ﬁd/f)f 77fé}
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PETITION

Te: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drmkmg water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both apphcatzons must be denied;

‘Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[bjefore the {TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available o ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow hxgher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 111 Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR036075.

Signature @/ /%I
Print Name Ra\/mo nd_ Decker
Address 6) O BOX 300 W@SU#E, \Q ‘D( 77%3

comnty  (oliad
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemptlon is part of an underground source of drmkmg water
aquifer; .

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing argumehts that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied,;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.05 1(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence 1nd1cated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
" may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALY recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;






PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

‘Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

| Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; ' :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URQ3075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative 1mpacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical faiture or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents; :

 Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 111 Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075. -

Signature iémdﬂg ﬁ @Jﬁﬁ_‘/mﬁ“gél :

Print Name __Linda_S. Dorn )outfg
Address 13613 US HW\II 193 N
County G(D\iGLOl , TX
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of fotal agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALY) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may

- authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
. may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” :

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fauit is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Wh'ereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach fo

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class IIf Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature ,.%:XU %—.
Print Name __ Jeun! C&f \DY’DiJ

Address Po Boy 252 Weesqﬂl—oLeth- 774493

County Gol ol
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the -
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27 051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALY recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) '




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical faiture or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 111 Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature

Print Name _Kawq‘ )"OHQ

Address Po Box 252 WG’eS&\"-GL\Q:T)C. 27993
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"PETITION
To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit apphcatlons (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the '[TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)}(3);

Whereas, the ALY concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemptlon area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium -
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

‘Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statufory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to eppese granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uraniam Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature Lo Tid
Print Name _ D /) Av A~ FoiD
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PETITION
To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;.

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
- and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[bjefore the [TCEQ} may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence mdlcated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

‘Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Apphcanon be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)







PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

- ‘Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

- Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ| may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution,” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and -
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or fransmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature F?&,% ;) v 3’:() S—b\
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County; '

‘Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; ' :

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closiﬁg arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ} concluded that “{bJefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-I Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;




Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining; :

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; ' '

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075. |
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drmkmg water
aquifer; :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; .

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; ‘

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence md1cated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to-determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determmes that such remand is riot feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA- 1 Apphcatlon be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)
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' ‘Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on

review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than

existed prior fo mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (*ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of

constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at heaﬁng documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ®s approach tc
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample

statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uraniam Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit

Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking waier
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; :

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their ¢closing arguments fhat
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both apphcailons must be denied;

Whereas, the Adrmmstratlve Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may coniaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determlnes that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Appllcatlon and the PAA 1 Apphcatlon be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) o .
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Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that

consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad Comity offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than

existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwaler ceases Once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of

constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspecis in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample

statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppese granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uraniwm Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class I Underground Injection Control Permit
Application URD3075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
- aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; :

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “{blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALY recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical faiture or spill occur;

‘Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; '

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA te oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Envirenmenta] Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultura] production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, /ivestock Pproduction angd wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the broposed aquifer £xemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the Proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water uged for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliag County;

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate g Underground Source of Drinking Water (USDW]...»

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uraniym

Whereas, “the AL J fecommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fay]t pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fauit is sealed or ransmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the AL} recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to aliow higher concentrations of

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
Statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; L, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Ii1 Underground Injection Control Permi¢
Application UR03075,
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereés, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; ,

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied; :

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[bJetore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....” '

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” -

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 13 8)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”,;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; ‘ :

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with

Signature v UL Wmﬁ

PrintName Ly o //e/) Qv;‘@:}l\ .
A(idress i[3_35 Dantetl. £ g Bo \}@(ﬁ B e O
County @Q\ll MQ

Date }‘“]LO"‘H




PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

- Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; ' _ _

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing argurhents that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denjed;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater,”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” '

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline’”; .

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; ‘

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075. \
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County; '

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URG3075PAAL), and therefore, both applicatiql_l_s must be denied; S o

‘Whereas, the Administrative Law J udge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater,”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALY recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be

* remanded for UEC to conduct a-Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest .
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible I

or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative inxpacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spil occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“"ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, farther stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; _

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned Mﬁtd County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing a.rguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; '

- Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied; o

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be -
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill oceur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

' ol dp- Fpndrurner/
THEREFOQRE:; 1, the undg'sign?&/resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class I Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

Fo: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas
Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural sales in
Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic purposes by citizens
of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use and installation
of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that Uranium Energy Corp.
failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 & UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both

“applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may authorize a mining
operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the [TCEQ] review all of the
information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water can be adequately protected from
poliution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the application may not
be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and may contaminate
a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed aquifer exemption
area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be remanded for UEC to
conduct a Northwest Fauit pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest Fault is sealed or transmissive” and
“if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the
Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be denied™: (Proposal for Decision at 138)

‘Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never addressed the
consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that consumption
of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the TCEQ
records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium and other
- onstituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director ("ED”) testified that all monitoring of groundwater ceases
once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents;



Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample results were
found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

‘Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining provided
by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (Volume 6, page 1234
testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to regulation had a
significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the EPA to
oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC)
Class III Underground Injection Control Permit Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county; L

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent ‘éf total agricuitural
sales in Goliad County; e L :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; ' '

Whereas, the proposed aquifer cxemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; -

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; o

Whereas, the Office of the Public Tnterest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied; :

Whereas, the Administrative Law J udge (ALJ) concluded that “[bjefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information availabie to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate 2 Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and'the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) ' ' . e I T
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‘Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

‘Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED™) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of

constitzents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™,

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
mterest. {Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry) '

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s appreach to
regulation had a sigaificant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

FTHEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppese granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uraninm Enrergy Corp.’s (UEC) Class I1l Underground Injection Control Permit
AppHlication UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
' Gohad county;

Whereas, livesiock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemptlon is a source of drinking water used for domestlc
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075 -
& UR03075PAAT), and therefore, both applications must be denied,

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.” :

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertlcally and horlzontaily and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]...

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWSs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determmes that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Apphcatlon be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)
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Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on Tivestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than

existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Muury) '

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with '
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

kTo: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

‘Whereas, agriculi:ural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both apphcatlons must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concludcd that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from poliution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued becanse evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
- aquifer excmptlon area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed i in 51tu uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whethet the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission dett:rmmcs that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be '
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on. livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by caftle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to aliow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR 3075. 4
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritagé tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; : ' :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Inferest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Urantum Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(2)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities,”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;




Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining; '

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway {o regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature {7{(,4-\(}(,\ %Oc [LQ,E"\‘

printName __(_inde Koot e

Acidress 35G$ ’65%0 faﬂ@ Colicd Ty 776¢3
County o fi0 d

- Date /- 15" /{




PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAALT), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDWI]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest

- Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; '

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class LI Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075. '
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PETITION

To: The Envirenmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricuitural
sales in Goliad County; _

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an undergi‘ound source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use

and ins_ta_llatidn of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(2)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....” '

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents; :

. Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; [, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 1II Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of i mjectlon welIs are not in the pubhc interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in thezr closmg arguments that S
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3 075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded ‘that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mmmg operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water {USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
‘remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Apphcatlon and the PAA-1 Apphcatlon be
demed” (Proposal for Declslon at 138) ' :




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to aliow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every elerent to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; ‘

THEREFORE; [, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class HI Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075,
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
putrposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALY concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” '

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; {Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents; '

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

‘Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
'Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county; '

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; o :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic 7
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Wheréas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.05 Ha)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities,”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill oceur;



[

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

- Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County; '

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; '

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater,”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may ﬂﬁgrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “nio well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppese granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permis
Application UR03075.

Signature M@ M
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livesiock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County; .

Whereas, the proposed aqulfer exemption is part of an underground source of drmklng water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because ev1dence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.” -

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”,; '

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest, (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; _

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class IIT Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county; : ‘ :

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; _

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; '

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAATL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ} may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh ‘water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

. Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mjnihg fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

- Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” _ , o

- Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be

~denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (*“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well ﬁeld for wh1ch final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public.
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA fo oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
- Goliad county; ‘ '

Whéreas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; ‘

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; '

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; '

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that

Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075

& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied; -, '
Whereas, the Administrative Law J udge (ALJ) concluded that “[bjefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the

[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
‘application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....” '

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.” ‘ '

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be

- remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) : '




- Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill oceur;

. Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative iinpacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post: mmmg than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents; :

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™; :

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium

mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ®s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class II1 Underground Injectlon Control Permit

- Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWSs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;






PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aguifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Jodge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the fTCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALY recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;




Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow hlgher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit

Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricuitural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

‘Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URG3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “Ibjefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because eﬁdence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aguifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities,”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Appilication and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) '



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED™) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
- sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
- & UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

- Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(2)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWSs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recomménds that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) ' :



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildtife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

‘Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium

mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protectioan Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
saies in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

‘Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

‘Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied:

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[bJefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

| Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ eoncluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adwersely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium

- activities.” :
Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
o desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
dened”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) ’



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uraniwm by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior fo mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment js granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimory of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075. :

~
Signature RKWM ‘%w
\J _/

Print Name _"SOmes J 30 AN 5o/

CAddress Y0 Bo% 905 (5ol A T NIL3
County _GOUAD

Date f! 14’! 20 (]




PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; ‘

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate verticalty and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
- activities,”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) _




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ's approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agriculiural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

'Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest; '

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “fblefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW].,..”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALY recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be

- remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pumnp test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

‘Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
- results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 1H Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR3075,
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; : ‘

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

" Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may

“authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts'on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
- groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of

constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) conciuded that “[blefore the {TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.05 1{@)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids méy migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at heaﬁilg documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to reguiate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and hentage tourism are the primary economic engmes of
Goliad county; .

Whereas, /ivestock production and wfldlz‘fe resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
~sales in Goliad County; (copies attached of ag census)

‘Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
. aquifer; :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; :

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (U R03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mlmng operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertlcally and horlzontally and
‘may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]...

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemptlon area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determmes that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Apphcatlon be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) : _



- Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on

~ review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
“concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mmmg than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all _monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

- Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED)’s expert witness stated he dnly considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summmzed that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample.
statutory leeway to regulate; (summary copy attached)

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class II Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

- To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
‘Goliad county; ‘ : ' '

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may

authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water -
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.05 1(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
- application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....” ‘

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWSs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) :



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constltuents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
. ex1sted prior to mining; ’

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents; .

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uianium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s ajaproach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ampie
statutory leeway to regulate; .

THEREFORL; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injectlon Control Permit
Apphcatlon URO03075.
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Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class IIl Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, /ivestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely irapacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;




Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline’;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.

Signature 74// /jw IOC/,{ Ly AN
J
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

‘Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR0O3075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALIJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;




Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

‘Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE,; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 111 Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of dnnkmg water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

‘Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Counc11 stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit apphcanons (UR03075
& UROSO’!SPAAI), and therefore, both apphcatlons must be demed

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALI) concluded that “Iblefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
- application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.” _

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]. L

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs w1th1n Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemptlon area may be adversely impacted by UEC s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” ‘and “if the Commission determmes that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mme Apphcatlon and the PAA 1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

‘Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

‘Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION
To: The Enﬁronmeﬁtal'l’;tgjtecﬁon Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county; \
Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “{blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

~ Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
.application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
 may conlaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be

~ denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denicd an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Muzry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the pnmary economic engines of
Goliad county; ,

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

‘Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applicaﬁons must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that *“[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and hoﬁzontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium -
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determmes that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Apphca
denicd”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other ofgans.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

 'Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Adlmmstratlve Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[bJefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

‘Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permjts cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemptlon area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ yranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aguifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

‘Whereas, agricultural producﬁon and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(2)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test'... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmnissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasibie
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Apphcatzon and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
resuits were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. {(Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injectlon Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and w:lcﬂ:fe resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(2)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWSs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is scaled or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records refurned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

‘Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppoese granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075,

Signatwre PG50, Seose Sr
Print Name /44?/7.9 = \'D ¢ S(J? a/ =
Address 22 K/ A MQ/)@/ S
-County @ S >/ TQQ/

Date [ =




PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
~sales in Goliad County; (copies attached of ag census)

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
- Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAT), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....” :

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWSs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
- aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALY recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138) o . .



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
~addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow hi ghe1 concentrations of

constltuents

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documentéd that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positivé aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the pubhc
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Muzry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; (summary copy attached)

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075. ' ‘ :

Signature Deborah é’p /ég cod”
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, /ivestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit apphcatlons {(UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemptxon area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)






PETITION

To: The Envirenmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the pmnary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
- purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that *[bJefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the Al.J recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Apphcatmn be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior fo mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

‘Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class IIl Underground Injection Contrel Permit
Application UR03975.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricuitural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aguifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

‘Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from poliution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALY concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive™ and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA—l Applicatzon be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by caitle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to aliow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

‘Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to reguiate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075, '
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Margie Smith

From: "carolyn wells" <crlyn_wells@yahoo.com>
To: "Margie Smith" <wmsmith@dishmail.net>
Sent: Monday, January 03, 2011 10:05 AM

Subject: Petition
PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ} review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranivm
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

1/4/2011



Page 2 of 2

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never addressed
the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the
TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uraniuvm
and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of groundwater
ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample results
were found in TCEQ records returned every element fo baseline™;

 Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining
provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (Volume 6,
page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to regulation
had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to

regulate;

' THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the
EPA to oppose granting ap Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy

Corp.’s (UEC) Clasgy
Y
4
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic éngines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County; (copies attached of ag census)

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; - :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County; :

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied, C

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALT) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051 (a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer cxemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining; ‘ :

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is ‘granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium =
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public-
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCE(Q summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate; (summary copy attached)

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class 111 Underground Injection Control Permlt
Application UR03075.
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Margie Smith

From: "carolyn wells" <crlyn_wells@yahoo.com>
To: "Margie Smith" <wmsmith@dishmail.net>
Sent: Monday, January 03, 2011 10:05 AM

Subject: Petition
PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, /ivestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be

~ . denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

1/4/2011
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Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildiife never addressed
the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the
TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium
and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of groundwater
ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents;

Whereas, USGS repor offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample results
were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

~ Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining
provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (Volume 6,
page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to regulation
had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to

regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the
EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy
Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit Application UR03075.

Signature w
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
{TCEQ)] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)




Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED™) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
resulis were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED)’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. {Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class Il Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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Maraie Smith

From: "carolyn wells" <criyn_wells@yahoo.com>
To: "Margie Smith" <wmsmith@dishmail.net>
Sent: Monday, January 03, 2011 10:05 AM

Subject: Petition
PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed fo meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.,”

- Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”™; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

1/4/2011



Page 2012

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildtife never addressed
the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the
TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium
and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of groundwater
ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no weil field for which final sample results
were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects 0f uranium mining
provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (V. olume 6,
page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to regulation
had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to

regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the
EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy
Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit Application UR03075.
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Marg‘ie Smith

From: "carolyn wells" <crlyn_wells@yahoo.com>
To: "Margie Smith" <wmsmith@dishmail.net>
Sent: Monday, January 03, 2011 10:06 AM

Subject: Petition

PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County; '

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer; '

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAAD), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

 Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
~~remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirabie then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Apptlication and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)
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Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never addressed
the consequences should an accident, mechanical faiture or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, éxpert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on review of the
TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher concentrations of uranium
and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of groundwater
ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample results
were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline”;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium mining
provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public interest. (Volume 6,
page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to regulation
had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample statutory leeway to

regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county urge the
. EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with Uranium Energy
Corp.’s (UEC) Class ITI Undeyrground Injection Conirol Permit Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UROQ3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the Iaw requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

‘Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALY recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)






PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water
aquifer;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad Couanty;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& URO3075PAAL), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[bjefore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in sifu uranium
activities.” '

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)



Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;

Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
- consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offeréd unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concenfrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to

regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ampie
statutory leeway to regulate; ,

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Eniriron_men_tal Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resources account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; ‘

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR0Q3075
& UR03075PAAL1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[b]efore the [TCEQ] may
authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well field for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; 1, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class I1I Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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PETITION

To: The Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6, Dallas, Texas

Whereas, agricultural production and heritage tourism are the primary economic engines of
Goliad county;

Whereas, livestock production and wildlife resoufces account for 89 percent of total agricultural
sales in Goliad County;

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is part of an underground source of drinking water |
aquifer; :

Whereas, the proposed aquifer exemption is a source of drinking water used for domestic
purposes by citizens of Goliad County;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments.that the use
and installation of injection wells are not in the public interest;

Whereas, the Office of the Public Interest Council stated in their closing arguments that
Uranium Energy Corp. failed to meet its burden of proof in both permit applications (UR03075
& UR03075PAA1), and therefore, both applications must be denied;

Whereas, the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) concluded that “[blefore the [TCEQ] may

~ authorize a mining operation by injection of pollutants into an aquifer, the law requires that the
[TCEQ] review all of the information available to ensure that ... ground and surface fresh water
can be adequately protected from pollution.” (Tex. Water Code § 27.051(a)(3);

Whereas, the ALJ concluded the permits cannot be issued because evidence indicated “the
application may not be sufficiently protective of groundwater.”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that mining fluids may migrate vertically and horizontally and
may contaminate a Underground Source of Drinking Water [USDW]....”

Whereas, the ALJ concluded “that USDWs within Goliad County and outside the proposed
aquifer exemption area may be adversely impacted by UEC’s proposed in situ uranium
activities.”

Whereas, “the ALJ recommends that the Mine Application and the PAA-1 Application be
remanded for UEC to conduct a Northwest Fault pump test ... to determine whether the Northwest
Fault is sealed or transmissive” and “if the Commission determines that such remand is not feasible
or desirable then the ALJ recommends that the Mine Applicatiori and the PAA-1 Application be
denied”; (Proposal for Decision at 138)

Whereas, UEC’s expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife never
addressed the consequences should an accident, mechanical failure or spill occur;



Whereas, UEC expert witness regarding negative impacts on livestock and wildlife testified that
consumption of uranium by cattle can affect kidneys and lead to effects on other organs.

Whereas, expert witness for Goliad County offered unchallenged testimony that based on
review of the TCEQ records, the TCEQ has never denied an amendment to allow higher
concentrations of uranium and other constituents to remain in the groundwater post mining than
‘existed prior to mining;

Whereas, expert witness for the Executive Director (“ED”) testified that all monitoring of
groundwater ceases once an amendment is granted by TCEQ to allow higher concentrations of
constituents;

Whereas, USGS report offered at hearing documented that “no well ficld for which final sample
results were found in TCEQ records returned every element to baseline™;

‘Whereas, the ED’s expert witness stated he only considered the positive aspects of uranium
mining provided by the Applicant and not any negative aspects in his review of the public
interest. (Volume 6, page 1234 testimony of David Murry)

- Whereas, The Sunset Commission Review of TCEQ summarized that TCEQ’s approach to
regulation had a significant implementation problem, further stating that TCEQ had ample
statutory leeway to regulate;

THEREFORE; I, the undersigned resident of Goliad County, Texas or adjacent county
urge the EPA to oppose granting an Aquifer Exemption Permit in conjunction with
Uranium Energy Corp.’s (UEC) Class III Underground Injection Control Permit
Application UR03075.
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